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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-5, 14-19, and 37-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sanders et al. (US 5,663,71 1). 

Regarding claims 1 and 37, Sanders et al. disclose a self-contained power 
disruption alert device (figure 1), comprising: 

a housing (10) with a plurality of male conductors (26, 28) extending outwardly 
therefrom, the male conductors sized and configured to enter an electrical wall outlet to 
be in electrical communication therewith (col .2, lines 1-18); 

an electronic circuit (figures 3-4) in the housing and configured to response to a 
power disruption in the electrical wall outlet (figure 3, col. 2, lines 59-65); 

a battery receiving space disposed on the housing and sized and configured to 
hold a battery (54) to be in electrical communication with the electronic circuit to power 
the electronic circuit (col. 2, lines 42-47); and 

a speaker (48) in communication with the electronic circuit, wherein, in operation, 
an audible alert is output by the speaker when power to the electrical wall outlet is 
disrupted (figure 3, col. 2, lines 32-38). 
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Sanders et al. disclose the instant claimed invention except for the device being 
a single-use device that is disposable after a power disruption. It would have been 
obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
dispose the device after the power disruption occurs for the purpose of preventing 
failure detecting situation because when the power is disrupted, that may destroy the 
system and it will not work like normal. Furthermore, if and when the user decides to 
dispose the device after a single use based on the power disruption occurred, the user 
could dispose the device because it is user' choice to do so. 

Regarding claim 2, Sanders et al. disclose the instant claimed invention except 
for the battery being releaseably. Sanders et al. disclose the battery (54) for supplying 
power to the circuit when the power is power is failure and the battery being replaced 
when the voltage is less than a threshold value, it would have been obvious to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use a releaseably 
mountable battery for the purpose of replacing when the battery is dead. 

Regarding claim 3, Sanders et al. fail to disclose the housing being portable and 
useable in different wall outlets as desired by a user. Since Sanders et al. disclose the 
device being a self-contained having it own male conductors configured to connect into 
the usual wall mounted electrical outlet receptacle (col. 2, lines 10-14), it would have 
been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to know that the device (10) being portable and useable in different wall outlets as 
desired by a user. 
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Regarding claim 4, Sanders et al. disclose the device (10) generating an 
audible alert signal locally when the power is disrupted (col. 2, lines 35-38). 

Regarding claim 5, Sanders et al. disclose the device further comprising a 
female electrical outlet (30, 32) disposed on the housing, the female electrical outlet 
being sized and configured to receive male conductors therein and electrically 
connected the male conductors to the wall electrical outlet (col. 2, lines 19-31). 

Regarding claims 14-15, Sanders et al. disclose the instant claimed invention 
except for a visual alert device being configured to visually indicate when power 
disruption occurs. Since Sanders et al. disclose a visual indicator (LED 46, figure 1) 
configured to visually indication of the presence of power (col. 2, lines 32-35), it would 
have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to design the visual alert device being configured to visually indicate to delay 
generating of the audible alert when power disruption occurs instead of providing 
indication of the presence of power for the purpose of alerting user the condition of 
power disruption. 

Regarding claims 16-17, Sanders et al. disclose the housing has a forward 
surface (12), back surface (14), and a side surfaces (16, 18), and a bottom surfaces 
(20, 22) forming a box-like enclosure, wherein the housing is constructed of a suitable 
molded plastic (figures 1-2, col. 2, lines 1-9). Sanders et al. disclose the claimed 
invention except for forward surface with a height and width defining a surface area is 
less than 14 sq. inches, height and width less than 3 inches, and a depth of less than 1 
inch. It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to design a forward 
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surface with a height and width defining a surface area is less than 14 sq. inches, height 
and width less than 3 inches, and a depth of less than 1 inch, and the device without a 
battery weighs less than 8 ounces, since such a modification would have involved a 
mere change in the size of a component. A change in size is generally recognized as 
being within the level of ordinary skill in the art. In re Rose, 105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 
1955). 

Regarding claims 18-19, refer to claims 1 and 16-17 above, Sanders et al. fail 
to disclose the device without a battery weighs less than 8 ounces. It would have been 
an obvious matter of design choice to design a forward surface with a height and width 
defining a surface area is less than 14 sq. inches, height and width less than 3 inches, 
and a depth of less than 1 inch, and the device without a battery weighs less than 8 
ounces, since such a modification would have involved a mere change in the size of a 
component. A change in size is generally recognized as being within the level of 
ordinary skill in the art. In re Rose, 105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 1955). 

Regarding claim 38, refer to claims 1 and 33, Sanders et al. disclose everything 
claimed except the specific length of the predetermined time duration. The specific 
length of the predetermined time duration would have been obvious design 
consideration based on the equipment in which the device is intended to be used. 

3. Claims 6-9 and 39-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sanders et al. in view of Malmsten (US 6,229,450). 
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Regarding claims 6-8, Sanders et al. disclose the instant claimed invention 
except for a timers being in communication with the electronic circuit configured to 
determine a duration of the power disruption and being externally viewable display for 
providing a numerical value of the duration of the power disruption. Malmsten teaches 
a power interruption monitoring system (figure 1) having a timer (16) including a digital 
viewable display (col. 2, lines 10-48), wherein the timer being configured to determine a 
duration of the power disruption (col. 3, lines 1-8). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
use the timer with externally viewable display as taught by Malmsten in the system as 
disclosed by Sanders et al. for the purpose of providing viewable indicating the timing 
(hours and minutes) the duration of power disruption to an user in order to visually 
indicating the time duration of the power disrupting. 

Regarding claim 9, Sanders et al., as modified, fail to disclose the display 
configured to output the power disruption duration in days. It would have been obvious 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that the 
display timer can be modified to display duration of the power disruption in days, as 
desired by a user, for displaying duration of power disruption for the purpose of 
providing day of the event occurs. 

Regarding claims 39-40, refer to claims 1 and 6-8 above. Malmsten further 
discloses a user input button (38) to display of the length of each of the outage event 
(col. 2, lines 27-48). 
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4. Claims 12-13, 22, and 30-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sanders et al. in view of Nykerk (US 4,987,402). 

Regarding claims 12-13, refer to claim 1 above, Sanders et al. disclose the 
instant claimed invention except for electronic memory having at least one prerecorded 
message that being transmitted/output during a power disruption. Nykerk teaches a 
security system (see abstract) includes an electronic memory in a voice synthesizer (84, 
col. 1 1 , lines 34-45) having a plurality of prerecorded messages that being 
transmitted/output during various alert conditions (col. 3, lines 67 through col. 4, line 
27). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to use the design as taught by Nykerk in the system as 
disclosed by Sanders et al., as modified, for the purpose of providing a plurality 
prerecorded messages to alert the user during various states of power disruption. 

Regarding claims 22 and 32, the claimed method steps would have been 
inherent in the product structure as stated in claims 1 and 12 above. 

Regarding claim 30, Sanders et al. disclose the instant claimed invention except 
for the step of providing a visual alert device being configured to visually indicate when 
power disruption occurs. Since Sanders et al. disclose a visual indicator (LED 46, figure 
1) configured to visually indication of the presence of power (col. 2, lines 32-35), it 
would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to design the visual alert device being configured to visually 
indicate to delay generating of the audible alert when power disruption occurs instead of 
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providing indication of the presence of power for the purpose of alerting user the 
condition of power disruption. 

Regarding claim 31, Sanders et al. disclose the housing has a forward surface 
(12), back surface (14), and a side surfaces (16, 18), and a bottom surfaces (20, 22) 
forming a box-like enclosure, wherein the housing is constructed of a suitable molded 
plastic (figures 1-2, col. 2, lines 1-9). Sanders et al. disclose the claimed invention 
except for the step of providing a forward surface with a height and width defining a 
surface area is less than 14 sq. inches, height and width less than 3 inches, and a depth 
of less than 1 inch. It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to design a 
forward surface with a height and width defining a surface area is less than 14 sq. 
inches, height and width less than 3 inches, and a depth of less than 1 inch, and the 
device without a battery weighs less than 8 ounces, since such a modification would 
have involved a mere change in the size of a component. A change in size is generally 
recognized as being within the level of ordinary skill in the art. In re Rose, 105 USPQ 
237 (CCPA1955). 

Regarding claim 33, Sanders et al. further disclose the generating of audible 
alert including the step of delaying the alert until power is disrupted greater than a 
predetermined time duration (see abstract). 

Regarding claim 34-36, Sanders et al M as modified, disclose the steps providing 
various alerts dependent upon the alarm triggering conditions. The specific triggering 
conditions and type of alerts would have been an obvious design consideration based 
on the magnitude of the necessary alert. 
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5. Claim 1 0-1 1 and 27-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sanderss et al., as modified, as applied to claim 12 above, and 
further in view of Malmsten. 

Regarding claims 10-11, Sanders et al., as modified, disclose the instant 
claimed invention except for processor controlled timer(s) being in communication with 
the electronic circuit configured to determine a duration of the power disruption and 
being externally viewable display for providing a numerical value of the duration of the 
power disruption and a reset button therefore. Malmsten teaches a power interruption 
monitoring system (figure 1) having a timer (16, figure 1) including a digital viewable 
display (col. 2, lines 10-48), wherein the timer being configured to determine a duration 
of the power disruption (col. 3, lines 1-8) and a reset button (32) therefore. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the timer with externally viewable display and reset as 
taught by Malmsten in the system as disclosed by Sanders et al., as modified, for the 
purpose of providing viewable indicating the timing (hours and minutes) the duration of 
power disruption to an user in order to visually indicating the time duration of the power 
disrupting and enabling clearing of the display after the interruption. 

Regarding claims 27-28, Sanders et al., as modified, disclose the instant 
claimed invention except for timers being in communication with the electronic circuit 
configured to determine the duration of the power disruption and being externally 
viewable display for providing a numerical value of the duration of the power disruption. 
Malmsten teaches a power interruption monitoring system (figure 1) having a timer (16) 
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including a digital viewable display (col. 2, lines 10-48), wherein the timer being 
configured to determine a duration of the power disruption (col. 3, lines 1-8). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the timer with externally viewable display as taught by 
Malmsten in the system as disclosed by Sanders et al., as modified, for the purpose of 
providing viewable indicating the timing (hours and minutes) the duration of power 
disruption to an user in order to visually indicating the time duration of the power 
disrupting. 

6. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sanders 
et al. (US 5,663,71 1) and in view of Nordling (US 2002/01 18498). 

Regarding claim 20, Sanders et al. disclose the instant claimed invention except 
for the device is configured to connect to a wall panel outlet having a GFI circuit. 
Nordling teach a method of conversion electrical outlets to GFI outlets (paragraphs 22- 
24). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to use the method as taught by Nordling in the system 
as disclosed by Sanders et al. for the purpose of conversion the conventional electrical 
outlets to GFI outlets in order to protect appliances connected thereto. 

7. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sanders 
et al., as modified, as applied to claim 22 above, and further in view of Nordling. 
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Regarding claim 23, Nordling further discloses a method of conversion electrical 
outlets to GFI outlets (paragraphs 22-24). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the 
method as taught by Nordling in the system as disclosed by Sanders et al., as modified, 
for the purpose of conversion the conventional electrical outlets to GFI outlets in order 
to protect appliances connected thereto. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-20, 22-23, 27-28, and 30-33 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tai T. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
2961 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:30am-5:00pm.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel J. Wu can be reached on (571) 272-2964. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Tai T. Nguyen 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2632 



July 12, 2005 



